Thu, Nov 10, 1994 (31 years is long enough) 


Mr. Robert J. Groden 
c/o Penguin Books USA, Inc. 
375 Hudson St. 

New York, NY 10014 


Dear Mr. Groden 

Thank you so very much for keeping the culprits nearly at bay with your incessant pounding to get to 
the truth behind the John F. Kennedy assassination. 

I have always had this question and now have it doubly since I’ve purchase your book The killing of a 
President . 

Q. If all of the Parkland Hospital doctors and all of the eyewitness describe that the back of JFK’s 
head was blown out and that brain matter spewed rearward and leftward, why doesn’t the Zapmder film 
show this? 

First let me say I believe you, the Parkland doctors and the near-by eyewitness to the fatal head shot. I 
just believe that the Zapiuder film is tainted evidence— from day one when it was developed at the NPIC. 
Odd, that others got their film ripped right out of their cameras and this one “goes to Washington” to get 
developed. Didn’t Z have a brother in the CIA? 

I believe Zapruder was set up by the CIA to be there, at that spot for the sole purpose of having the 
only (or perhaps, one of a damn too few) films of the on goings. The CIA knew they’d tamper with that 
film and squirrel it away for many years and then when (Garrison) pried it out of the system, everyone 
would be lost in the macroscopic and not worry about the microscopic. Though I know you do. I just 
mean generally. 

To me the problem with the fatal head shot on the Z film doesn’t show blood going backward, and that 
fleshy blob on the front of JFK’s face looks painted on (Thank God, they didn’t have computer to 
retouch that film). There appears to be a painted-on dark-brown blob of paint right where the exit hole 
WAS. The hair in the back of JFK’s head is fairly discernible one frame before-then bla mm o— the detail 
in the hair at the back of the head goes to pieces (no pun). As good as 8mm can be, Jackie’s clarity 
remains constant throughout these frames— but John’s does not. 

Can it be that the greatest piece of photographic evidence we have is fake (faked, tainted, at least, 
altered where we need to see clearly the most? 

Will you send me a “yes,” “no,” or “maybe” on this one? 

Someday, there is going to be a new science that can work on a part of the assassination evidence that 
the crimnal bastards who planned and covered this up didn’t have the fore thought of tampering with— 
count on it. 

JJ Wheatley POB 3493, Silverdale, WA 98383 

see Enel 1 


